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Mr. MEEHAN changed his vote from
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’

So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the bill, as amended, was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. METCALF. Mr. Speaker, because
of weather problems at Dulles Airport
my flight was delayed and I missed all
the rollcall votes yesterday. Had I been
present, on rollcall votes 332, 333, and
334, I would have voted ‘‘no.’’ On roll-
call vote 335, I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’

f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, like
the previous gentleman, due to weather
problems here in D.C. I missed all four
votes. On rollcall vote 332, I would have
voted ‘‘yes,’’ on rollcall vote 333, I
would have voted ‘‘no,’’ on rollcall vote
334, I would have voted ‘‘yes,’’ and on
rollcall vote 335, I would have voted
‘‘no.’’

f

CORRECTION TO THE RECORD OF
JULY 28, 1997, PAGE H5879

The speech printed on page H5879 and
erroneously attributed to Mr. BURTON
of Indiana, was submitted under gen-
eral leave by Mr. WAXMAN, and should
appear as follows:

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Chairman, the legislative
branch appropriations bill for fiscal year 1998
cuts the funding level for the General Account-
ing Office by $9 million from the fiscal year
1997 funding level. This cut is unwise and un-
fair and should be reversed in Conference.

Two years ago, the GAO and House and
Senate appropriators reached an agreement
on a two-year plan to reduce GAO’s budget.
As part of that agreement, GAO’s budget has
been reduced by 25 percent and its staffing
has dropped below 3,500—its lowest level in
almost 60 years. These cuts have taken a
heavy toll. Hiring and promotions have been
frozen for a long time. Staff reductions have
diminished expertise in key areas. And need-
ed investments in information technology have
been placed on hold. Additional cuts now are
not only a violation of that agreement, they will
result in a loss of morale and a further loss in
staff expertise as the agency’s future is cast in
doubt.

Instead of pursuing this foolish course of ac-
tion, the House should have honored the
agreement over funding for the GAO. It could
easily have made up for the revenue dif-
ference by refusing to fund the Government
Reform and Oversight’s partisan witch-hunt
into campaign fundraising practices. The
budget for that ‘‘investigation’’ is an extrava-
gant waste of taxpayers’ money. The Senate
is doing a better, and fairer, job while the
House’s investigation is in a shambles. We
are wasting millions of dollars on a mistake-
plagued House investigation which duplicates
the more comprehensive and bipartisan efforts
of the Senate. Instead of funding partisan in-
vestigations in the Government Reform and
Oversight Committee, let’s give money to
those than can really use it, the professional
auditors and investigators of the GAO.

The Senate has also taken a much wiser
approach to GAO’s funding, and kept faith
with the agreement reached two years ago. By
funding GAO at their requested level, the Sen-
ate has provided less than a 2 percent in-
crease; not enough for any staff or program
increases, just enough to continue current op-
erations at their present levels. In essence it
is a cost of living increase. This is certainly the
least Congress should provide for the GAO,
our own investigative arm. The cuts in the
House bill are penny wise and pound foolish
because the GAO remains an excellent invest-
ment for the American taxpayer. The financial
benefits from its work in the last five years
alone total over $103 billion.

If we in Congress are to continue doing our
jobs well, we need a strong and effective Gen-
eral Accounting Office. I urge my colleagues
on the House Appropriations Committee to
carefully consider these issues during the con-
ference with the Senate on this bill.

f

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Mr. Sherman
Williams, one of his secretaries.

f

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 1997, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.

f

HAROLD SCHUITMAKER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Michigan [Mr. UPTON] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor a dedicated and devoted
community leader and a dear friend,
Mr. Harold Schuitmaker of Paw Paw,
MI. Harold has been very active in our
community, lending his hand wherever
he can to help our neighbors. As a Ro-
tarian, United Way board member, an
Elk, an advocate for children, an active
member of his church, Harold has al-
ways been there for the community of
Paw Paw.

I talked to a few of our neighbors,
and they all agree when it comes to
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this community Harold has never said
no. In fact, I first got to know Harold
through his fine work with the child
and family services organization.

Harold has also been an active leader
in our Republican Party. For as long as
anyone can remember he has been at
the helm of the Republican Party in
the Sixth District serving as its Chair,
and at convention after convention,
whether it be on the local, State, or na-
tional level, Harold has exhibited the
kind of leadership that is both admired
as well as respected.

But his efforts are about a lot more
than just working for today. One of the
indelible images of Harold that sticks
out in everyone’s mind is him holding
his 2-year-old grandson Jordan at every
event, the get-togethers, Harold brings
his grandson Jordan. He starts early
showing the next generation what lead-
ership and service and dedication are
all about, and he also helps to remind
us what we are working for as well here
in this House.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank
Harold for all his efforts. I would also
like to thank a special woman in his
life and for everyone’s life for that
matter, Zoe, for her dedication.
Thanks, Harold. The whole community
joins me in thanking you for your fine
work. You have made a difference for
all of us.

f

b 1700

THE PROBLEM OF CAMPAIGN
FINANCES IN AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MIL-
LER of Florida). Under a previous order
of the House, the gentleman from
Maine [Mr. ALLEN] is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to-
night to talk about the problem of
campaign finances in this country.
Today is a good day to be talking
about this subject, because we have an
agreement, a budget agreement, en-
tered into by the President and by the
Republican leadership, and that budget
agreement and tax agreement has
drawn strong support across the aisles
today.

The problem I want to discuss today
is an area where we also have some bi-
partisan agreement. I have been the co-
chair of a freshman task force with the
gentleman from Arkansas, Mr. ASA
HUTCHINSON. This freshman task force
has spent 5 months working on the
issue of campaign finance reform. I
want to speak a few words about the
problem, and then describe a little bit
what we have been going through.

All of the freshmen went through the
experience in 1996 of going through a
different kind of an election, an elec-
tion where there was a vast amount of
money spent in our races to influence
our races, either by the national par-
ties or by outside groups that were not
connected with our campaigns. So in
many ways, we felt as if we did not
have the same kind of role in the cam-

paign that candidates had had in the
past. In short, there was too much
money in politics. Soft money was a
big part of the problem. Soft money is
the $100,000, the $500,000, the $1 million
contributions that go to national par-
ties for so-called party-building activi-
ties.

A long time ago, when this provision
was created, the thought was that this
money would go to help get out the
vote, to help build the party organiza-
tions. In 1996 we saw that money flow-
ing down into districts around the
country to be used for negative adver-
tisements. That simply has to stop, be-
cause every individual contributor,
every voter, every citizen is diminished
when that kind of big money contribu-
tion is part of the political process.

Our task force that I cochaired with
the gentleman from Arkansas, Mr. ASA
HUTCHINSON, worked for 5 months on
this particular issue. The gentleman
from Florida, Mr. ALLEN BOYD, the
gentlewoman from California, Ms.
ELLEN TAUSCHER, the gentleman from
New Jersey, Mr. BILL PASCRELL, the
gentleman from Texas, Mr. NICK
LAMPSON, and the gentleman from Wis-
consin, Mr. RON KIND, were members of
that task force.

We learned together. We held hear-
ings. We had participants, groups that
had made contributions, that had run
ads, come in and testify. We had advo-
cates for all sorts of change come in
and testify. We went through a 5-
month process to try to work out on a
bipartisan basis what would be the
kind of campaign reform that would be
significant reform but would also be
practical, that could be passed this par-
ticular year.

We have a bill. It is the Bipartisan
Campaign Integrity Act of 1997. I am
proud to be an original sponsor of that
bill. It does three particularly impor-
tant things. First, it bans soft money.
It takes the biggest of the big money
out of politics. Second, it provides that
those groups that want to advertise
will have to undergo a further disclo-
sure than they have in the past. They
will have to identify who the group is
and they will have to identify what
they are spending their money on, if
they spend more than $25,000 in a dis-
trict, or an aggregate of $100,000 around
the country. Third, we will have faster
reporting by candidates of their con-
tributions, and electronic reporting in
many cases, and more disclosure than
we have had in the past.

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. ALLEN. I yield to the gentleman
from Arkansas.

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Mr. Speaker, I
wanted to say to my friend, the gen-
tleman from Maine [Mr. ALLEN] that it
has been a pleasure to work with him
on this task force. I think he has done
an outstanding job with his colleagues.
I want to commend him for his work on
this. I will say more later, but I just
wanted to say what a joy it has been to
work in a bipartisan fashion with the
gentleman and his colleagues.

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman very much. We have had
a good time. We have learned a lot. We
have learned that, among other things,
a group of freshmen new to this Cham-
ber can come into this Chamber and
learn to work together across the
aisles. The gentleman from Arkansas
[Mr. HUTCHINSON] has been an extraor-
dinary leader in this endeavor, and
other members, Republican members of
the task force, have really done an out-
standing job.

Mr. Speaker, I just want to address a
couple of things, in addition. We have
critics. No surprise. There are always
critics. There are those who say we
have not gone far enough. They want
candidate limits or they want public fi-
nancing.

To them I say whatever their agenda,
however important further reform may
be, the fact is that if we are going to
act this year, we have to ban soft
money. We have to take the biggest of
the big money out of politics. There
may be unfinished business for other
times, but at least we must do that
much.

f

EXPRESSING SUPPORT OF THE BI-
PARTISAN CAMPAIGN INTEGRITY
ACT
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. HUTCHIN-
SON] is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Mr. Speaker, it is
my pleasure today to rise in support of
the Bipartisan Campaign Integrity Act.
I like that name, because that is what
we need to have in our campaign sys-
tem these days is simple integrity.

About 6 months ago, as my friend,
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. ALLEN]
indicated, a group of Members, we
called it the Bipartisan Freshman Task
Force, met together, six freshman Re-
publicans, six freshman Democrats,
and we called it, I called it an experi-
ment in bipartisanship to see if we
could really work together to accom-
plish something, to accomplish the job
people sent us here to do.

We worked together. We held hear-
ings. We listened to each other. We de-
cided what we could agree upon. As the
gentleman from Maine [Mr. ALLEN]
suggested, we set aside the extremes
and said what could we do for the
American people that would improve
our system. We focused ourselves on
one primary concern, and that was the
huge problem of soft money that runs
in our system today.

I think the issue that faces the U.S.
Congress this year, in 1997, is can we,
do we have the courage, to do some-
thing about the problem with soft
money. That is the overriding issue. I
hope that the answer is a resounding
yes. I have been encouraged recently
by what I have heard from leaders from
both sides of the aisle, from the public,
and I dearly hope we can do that this
session of Congress.

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?
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